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-'I~ ______________________ IN_I_T_IAL ___ S_T_U_D_Y ____________________ ~ 
1. BACKGRO{Jl't'D 

I, Project Title: City of Co!fa~x General Plan. Housing Element Update 

2. Lead Agency Name and Address: City of Colfax 

3, Contact Person and Phone Number: 

1. Project Location: 

5. Project Sponsor" S ~ame and Address: 

6. General Plan Designation: 

T Zoning: 

33 South 'vlain Street 
Colfa-x. CA 95713 

Bob Perrault. City Manager 
City of Coltax 
530.346-:2313 

The City of Colt ax 

Bob Perrault. City :Vlanager 
City of Colfax 

33 South Main Street 
Colfax. CA 95713 

NJA 

N/A 

8. Project Description Summary: 

The project involves the update of the Housing Element of the City of Colfax General 
Plan, 
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II. SOl'RCES 

The foHowing documents are referenced information sources utilized by this analysis: 

I. City of Colfax General Plan. 1992·2012; 
") City of Colfax General Plan Initial Study and ~itigation Program August. 1998 
3. City of Colfax Housing Element of the General Plan, Public Review Draft, 

~ovember 2003. 

III. ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED 

The environmental factors checked below would be potentially affected by this project, 
involving at least one impact that is a --PotentiaHy Significant Impact"' as indicated by the 
checklist on the following pages. 

c-, Aesthetics ~ 0 Agriculture e Air Quality 

n Biological Resources '-' 0 Cultural Resources 0 Geology/Soils 

[J Hazards & Hazardous [J HydrologyiWater Qualitv 0 Land Cse & Planning 
:Vlateriais 

[] Energy & ;\1ineral Resources [] ~oise [] Population & Housing 

0 Public Services 0 Recreation [J Transportation & Circulation 

0 Utilities/Service Systems [] Mandatory Findings of Significance 

IV. DETER"IINATION 

On the basis of [his initial study: 

• I find that the Proposed Project COULD NOT have a significant effect on the environment. 
and a ".'EGA TIVE DECLARA nON will be prepared. 

o I find that although the Proposed Project could have a significant effect on the environment, 
there will not be a signiticant effect in this case because revisions in the project have been 
made by or agreed to by the applicant. A MITlGA TED NEGATIVE DECLARATION will 
be prepared. 

o I tlnd that the Proposed Project ~A Y have a significant effect on the environment, and an 
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required. . 

L.; I find that the proposed project MAY have a "potentially significant impact" or "potentially 
significant unless mitigated" on the environment. but at least one effect 1) has been 
adequately analyzed in an earlier document pursuant to applicable legal standards. and :::) 
has bec:1 addressed bv mitigation measures based on the earlier analvsis as described on . - . 
attached sheets. An ENVIRONMENTAL 1\;IPACT REPORT is required. but it must 
analyze only the effects that remain to be addressed. 

February 200-1 
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D I lInd that although the proposed project could have a signitIcant effect on the environment. 
because all potentially significant effects (a) have been analyzed adequately in an earlier 
Gen.;ral Plan EIR pursuant to applicable standards. and (b) have been avoided or mitigated 
pursuant to that earlier General Plan EIR. including revisions or mitigation measures that are 
imposed upon the proposed project. nothing further is required. 

Signmure 

Bob Perrault. Citv Mana"er 
Printed :-.rame 

V. BACKGROUND AND INTRODUCTION 

Date 

Citv of Colfax 
For 

This lnitial Study provides an environmental analysis pursuant to the California Environmental 
Quality I-\et (CEQA) of 1970. as amended. lor the proposed City of Coltax General Plan 
Housing Element Update (proposed project). 

The project site is the City of Coltax Planning A.Ie;}. The City of Coltax is one of six 
incorporated cities in Placer County, The City is located in the central Coun~y area along 

/"",, Interstate 80. a primary transportation route connecting Colfax to Sacramemo on the south and 
Reno on the north. Colfax is about 20 miles east of the Roseville City urban area and 
approximately 50 miles east of Sacramento. Currently. the incorporated City and sphere of 
int1uence covers approximately 2.194 acres. 

As required by State law (Section 65580 - 65589"8 of the California Government Code). the 
proposed project inclodes o.n updo.te of the City of Colfax's General Plo.n Housing Ekment. The 
update identilles residential sites adequate to accommodate a variet; of housing types for all 
income levels and needs of special population groups detined under State la," (Section 65583 of 
the California Government Code). analyzes governmento.l constraints to bousing ;naintenance. 
improvement and development. addresses conservation and improvement of the condition of the 
existing affordable housing stock. and outlines policies to promote housing opportunities for all 
persons. 

In preparing this Initial Study. the City has relied on the C olia" General Plan and the Initial 
Study and Mitigation Program prepared with the General Plan. Pursuant to Section ::>1083.3 of 
the Public Resources Code. the City incorporates b: reference these documents. which are 
available for examination at the Citv HalL 33 South :Vlain Street. Coltax. C\ 95713. 

This Initial Study focuses on whether the proposed project may cause signiticant effects on the 
environment that were not examined in the General Pian Initial Study. In particular. consistent 
with Section ~ 1083.3. this Initial Study and Mitigat:on Program is intended to assess anyetfects 
on the environment that are peculiar to the proposed project or to the parcels on which the 

~c. project would be located and were not addressed or analyzed as signitlcant etrects in the General 
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Pl:.!n Initial Study and Mitigation Program. or which substantial new intormation shows will be 
more signiticant than described in the previous Initial Study. 

Implementation of mitigation measures identified in the General Plan Mitig:llion Program that 
apply to the proposed project will be required as part of the project. These mitigation measures 
may be further claritied to address impacts specitic 10 this project. Implementation of projecl
specific mitigation measures for new, potentially significant impacts that were not previously 
identitied in the General Plan Initial Study will also be required as part of the proposed project. 

VI. PRO.JECT DESCRIPTION 

The Housing Element is an integral component of the City's General Plan. The Housing Element 
addresses existing and future housing needs of all types tor persons of all ewnomic groups in the 
City. The Housing Element is a tool tor use by citizens and public officials in understanding and 
meeting the housing needs in Coltax. 

The State Legislature has mandated that a Housing Element be included in every General Plan 
since 1969. The Housing Element is one of the seven required elements in a Genera! Plan. 
Article 10.6, Section 65589 - 65589.8. Chapter.) of Division 1 of Title 7 or the Government 
Code sets torth the legal requirements for a Housing E!ement and encourages the provision of 
at10rdable and decent housing in all communities to meet Statewide goals. Specit!cally. Section 
655S0 states the Housing Element shall consist 01'''[ ... J an identification emd analysis of e:dsting 
and projected housing needs and a statement of goals. poiices, quantitled objectives. tinancial 

.~. resources and scheduled programs tor the preservation, improvement. and deveiopment of 
housing:' The Housing Elemem mllst also contain a live-year housing plan with quanti tIed 
objectives for the implementation of the goals and objectives described in the Housing Element. 
State law requires the Housing Element be updated every live years. 

The City of Colt ax's current Housing Element was adopted in 1993. At the time of the adoption. 
al! Elements of the Cirv's General Plan were consisre:1t. This fnitial StudY evaluates the 
environmental effects or" the new 1003-~008 Colfax Housing Element. It should be noted that 
altbough the title of the new Housing Element specitIes the dates ":;003-200S." [he Housing 
Element acruuUy covers the needs tor the period :;00 i through :2008. 

Government Code Section 65583 requires that the Housing Element include the tolJowing 
components: 

• A review of the previous element's goals. policies. programs. and objectives to ascertain 

• 

• 
• 

• 

the effectiveness of each of these components. as well as the overall effectiveness of the 
Housing Element. 
A.n assessment of housing needs and an inventory of resources and constraints related to 
the meeting of these need-;. . 
An analysis and program tor preserving assisted housing developments. 
A sratement of community goals. quanti tied objectives, and policies relative to the 
maintenance. preservation. improvement and development of housing. 
A program which sets forth a tive-year schedule of actions that the Citv is undertaking 
or intends to undertake. in i:nplementing the policies set torth in the Hou:,ing E:ement. -

F "hruory : f}O../ 
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~~ Between 1990 and 2000, the City of Colfax gre'.v from 1.306 people to 1.596 people or an annual 
rate of approximately 2,2 percent Severul tactors influence the degree of demand for housing in 
the Ciry of Colfax, Four major '"needs" categories considered in the Housing Element include: 
housing needs resulting from overcrowding: housing needs that result when households are 
paying more than they con aftord for housing: housing needs of "special needs groups" such as 
the elderly, large tamilies, femak heads of households. households with persons with disabilities, 
and the homeless: and housing needs resulting from population growth in the City and 
surrounding region, 

CaIitomia's Housing Element iaw requires that each city and collnty develop local housing 
programs designed to meet its '"fair share" of housing needs tor all income groups, This "fair 
share" allocation seeks to ensure that each jurisdictiun accepts responsibility tor the housing 
needs of not only its current residents, but also tor those households who might be reasonably 
expected to reside within the jurisdiction. A jurisdiction's "fair share" of regional housing need 
is the number of additional dweiling units that would be required to accommodate the anticipated 
groVvth in households. replace expected demolitions and conversion of housing units to non
housing uses, and achieve a future vacancy rate that allov.s tor the healthy functioning of the 
housing market. 

The SClcramento Area Council of Governments (SACOG) devdops the Resional Housmg 'ie.:ds 
Assessments (RH'.iA) tor the cities in Sacrumento County. Plucer County. and Ei Dorado 
County, The purpose of the R~A is to allocate 10 the regiun their "tair share" or' the region's 
projected housing need by household income group tor the 7 :e:lr HOllsing Ekment planning 

.--. period (currently 2001-:20(8), SACOG completed the most recent plun tor rhe County from 200 I 
to 200S on :vll: 17, 200 I. The RH~A anticipates a :2 i,2 percent l %) increased need tor hOllsing 
in the Cit: of Colt11.'(, This results in a total allocation of US homes to the City of Colfax, The 
housing need is fimher divided by tour income categories of Very Lo\\ (UP to 50 percent of 
Placer County median income), Low (up to 80 percentl. Moderate (up :0 1:0 percent). and 
Above :'vloderJte (more than 120 percent) income categories. Table I breaks down the allocation 
by these income categories, 

Between 2001 and September 2003, a total of 123 units were constructe;:! in the City of eo If a", 
As the current R~A cycle includes 2001-200:2. in the respect; \e appropri~te income category. 
these dwelling units have been applied toward th" 1':;5 dwelling unit housing need identitied for 
the City of Colfax, leaving a balance of 45 dwelling units as the current construction need 
(see table I), Because the environmental review of the 135 dwelling units constructed between 
200[-2002 was previously conducted on a project~by-project basis.~this document will only be 
assessing the potential impacts related to the provision of adequate land to accommodare the 
balance of the 135 units RHNA assigned to the City of Colfax or 45 units, 
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~-------~'---.----------~'~~~~-------------Table 1 
City of Colfax Housin~ Allocation. 2001·2008 __ ~ ___ ~ 

2001· SEJpt Current 
Income GrouplPercent of Allocation 2003 Construction 

Housebolds 
~ __ ~_~==:::::: __ ~_-+ ____ ~~ __ -+Consrruc~~ __ ,~N_·e~e~d __ .~ 

Very Low-5.2% II 7 '! 0 1_-::-7 __ -1 
Low-12.6% , 17 . 50 -r 0 

Moderate - 22.2% I 30 II 28 2 ~ 
Above Moderate - 60.0% 81 45 36 

i __ . ____ TOTAL I -1'"'3:-:5-'--:-1 ----:-I.,=~c3:---+---4-:-5:::---~_--i_, 
I Source: 2000 Regional Housing Allocation Plan. SACOG 

As part of the 2003·2008 Housing Element update. an analysis of the residential development 
potential of vacant land in the City of Colfax was completed in September 2003. A total of 
156.6 acres of vacant land are currently zoned residential in the Cit\" of Colfax that will 
accommodate up to 591 new housing units. 546 more than needed to meet the RH}iA goals. 
Table :; is a listing of "acant land by general plan classitication along "ith th" conser;:ltive unit 
capacity tor this dassiEcation. 

1-- TABLE 2 

l-~--.-~-., .~_x~eSidential .-\cre~nd . .!Jnits~_~ ___ '-=-_--,_l' 
r...t,' Zonmg I Low Density I Medium Density , Medium. High Total 

, Densltv 
I ~-----r--i Acres I IDA I 15.6_L_~~_.~7.6146.7 
r---Cnits....._ i 151 ! 109 I 331 1 591 
~: SeDtemb~r :::003 Vacant Land Survev -----~------~-----~-i 

j 

Discretionarv Action 

lmpkmentation of the proposed project would require the following discretionary ac:ions by the 
Citv of Coltax Planning Commission/Citv Council: 

• - < 

• Approval of a Negative Declaration; and 
• Approval of the Housing Element for the City of Colfax. 

. . 
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VII. ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST 

The following Checklist contains the environmental checklist form presented in Appendix G of 
the CEQA Guidelines. The checklist form is used to describe the impacts of the proposed 
project. A discussion follows each environmental issue identitied in the checklist. Included in 
each discussion are project-specific mitigation measures deemed appropriate and recommended 
as pan of the proposed project. 

For this checklist. the following designations are used: 

Potentially Significant Impact: An impact that could be significant. and for which no 
mitigation has been identified. If any potentially signiticant impacts are identified. an EIR must 
be prepared. 

Potentially Significant With Mitigation Incorporated: An impact that requires mitigation to 
reduce the impac t to a less-than-significant level. 

Less-Than-Significant Impact: Any impact that would not be considered signiticant under 
CEQA relative to existing standards. 

No Impact: The project would not have any impact. 

Pe{cnllal.\ 
POlen!!ad;. SIgt11flcaDt L<::ss-Than-

lssues SIgt'llri.:anr \"'lIh Slgn;;;l:.JJ1! 

In,p"c\ &!UlgaHol'! Intp.u;; 
!nCOfPi,·;ltcd 

-~~--~~-

I. AESTHETICS. 
Would the project.· 

a. Ha\e a substantial adverse effect on a scenic [J 0 
vista" 

b. Substantially damage scenic resources. C 0 
including. but not limited to. trees. rock 
outcroppings, and historic buildings within a 
State scenic highway? 

c. Substantially degrade the existing visual C 0 
character or quality of the site and its 
surroundings? 

d. Create a new source of substantia! light or 0 0 
glare which would adversely affect day or 
nighttime views in the area? 

Discussion 

a-c, The City of Colfax consists of mountains. rolling hills, valleys. and forest. Architectural 
and historic components provide significant scenic vistas within cennin developed 
ponions of the City. The combination of natural and developed influences has combined 
to produce numerous scenic vistas throughout the City. 
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The Housing Element Update anticipates the need for 45 housing units in the City for the 
7 year period from 2001 to 2008. Without identifying the location of residential 
development. the potential impact of development on a scenic vista. scenic resources, 
historic buildings. or visual character of the City is impossible to determine. 
Furthermore. because the Housing Element is a policy level document. the Housing 
Element does not include any site specific designs or proposals that would enable an 
assessment of potential site specific visual impacts that may result with future housing 
development proposals. Therefore. a case-by-case design review of future housing 
projects would be carried out to ensure that existing vie",,"S and aesthetic conditions are 
preserved. and that the projects are consistent with all General Plan goals. objectives. and 
policies. Adherence to such requiremenrs would reduce potential impacts associated with 
this issue to a less-than-significant level. 

Development of residential uses in accordance with applicable provisions of the City's 
Housing Element Update would create new sources of light and glare in the City. The 
increased density and intensity of residential uses would increase the amount of light and 
glare in developed arcas (from exterior lighting. street lighting. vehicular lighting. and 
interior lighting visible from the outside ). To minimize potential iig:u Jnd glare impacts. 
future development proposed by the Housing Element Update ""ould be required to 

comply with applicable policies governing light and glare outlined in the Community 
Design Element in the General Plan. City of Colfax development standards. and/or 
requirements mandated during the environmental review or' individual residential 
developments. Adherence to these standards andlor requirements would reduce potential 
light and glare impacts to a less-than-significant level. 

8 
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a.c. Soils within the Coltax Planning Area are primarily made up of Class VI and Class VII 
soils. Prime Farmland soils. according to the Williamson Act detlnition. are made up of 
Class I or Class Tl soils. (Natural Environment Element. 6.5). 

The proposed project identities a housing need of --15 housing units in the City. which 
would not require the conversion of farmland. Currently there are no agricultural lands 
within the City Limits. Because this is a policy level document. the Housing Element 
does not include any site specitic designs or proposals that would enable an assessment of 
potential site specific agricultural impacts thm may result with future housing 
development proposals: a case-by-case environmental review of future housing projects 
would be necessary which would ensure impacts related to the loss of farmland would be 
minimized. Therefore. the proposed project would have le.ss-tlzan-significant i!Jlpacts to 
agricultural resources. 

b. Individual development projects necessary to satisfy the housing need identified in the 
Housing Element update would be reviewed to ascertain potential impacts with existing 
agricultural zoning. agricultural use. or Williamson Act designation. Adherence to 
applicable City standards related to agricultural zoning, use or Williamson Act lands 
would reduce potential impacts related to this issue to a less-than-significant leveL 

9 
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?olerttialiy 
PrnefltlaJly SigmlicilJlt Les$~Than. 

Issues Siymficmt With Sig.ml'icanl 
Impact Mmgruion Impact 

-- lncmY°r.lted 

III. AIR QUALITY. 
ff'here available. the significance criteria established by 
the applicable air quality management or air pollution 
control district may be relied upon 10 make the 
following delerminarions, Would Ihe projeci. 

a. Conflict with or obstruct implementation of 0 0 • 
the applicable air quality plan? 

b, Violate any air quality standard or contribute 0 0 
substantially to an existing or projected air 
quality violation? 

c. Result in a cumulatively considerable net 0 0 
increase of any crit<:ria po lIutant for which 
the proj<!ct region is non-attairunent under an 
applicable federal or state ambient air quality 
standard (including releasing emissions 

.~, which exceed quantitative thresholds for 
ozone precursors)~ 

d. Expose sensitive receptors to substantial C 0 
pollutant concentrations" 

e, Create objectionable odors affecting a 0 0 
substantial number of people0 

Discussion 

a. c. The City of Coliax is part of the Mountain Counties Air Basin. which shares the 
"airshed" with the eastern two- thirds of Plo.cer County. Colfax is within the Placer 
County Air Pollution Control District (APCD). The Sacramento Valley Air Basin. which 
is west of Placer County, has a serious air quality problem, Colfax. although east of 
Sacramento Valley Air Basin, may sutTer some transfer of pollutants, and is subject to 
some of the same air quality concerns, due to its location within the mountain valley, Of 
the emissions generated within Placer County, 85 percent are transferred from the 
Sacramento Valky, 12 percent from the mountain counties. and 3 percent from ,Lake 
Tahoe (Colfax General Plan 6-5). The '\.!ountain Counties Air Basin has air pollution 
problems that are intluenced by specific meteorological and topographical factors, The 
prevailing wind direction generally funnels through the mountain valleys. These winds 
trap pollutants in the basin. 

10 
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Placer County is classifi~d as a State and Federal nonattainmem lre:! for ozone. a state 
nonattuinment arel tor PMw and is unclassitied in the State and Federal standards for 
carbon monoxide. The APCD's non-attainment area plan is known as the 1991 Air 
Qualiry Attainment Plan. [mplementation of the Allainment Plan is not expected to 
achieve the required tive percent reduction of pollutant levels due in large part to the fact 
that 85 percent of the pollutants that ultimately reside within Placer County are actually 
generated in the urbanized areas to the west and transferred east via wind patterns. 
Currently. tae City of Colfax follows the Placer County OtIset Miti;zation Measures. and 
Placer County B~st Available Mitigation Measures. 1996. to reduc~ impact on local air 
quality. 

New development within the City shall comply with the density and intensity standards 
outlined in the Land Use Element and the City's current Zoning Ordinance. The City 
must be diligent in its efforts to ensure that each future project is clrefully reviewed to 
ensure consistency with Federal. State. and local air quality standards and consistent with 
the goals. policies. and standards established within the other ekments of the General 
Plan that are intended to protect air quality. Theretorc. a case-by-case review of future 
housing projects to ensure that air quality is protected and that they 3re consistent with all 
General Plan goals_ objectives. and policies would be necessary. Adherence to such 
standards and guidelines would reduce potencial impacts related to this issue to a less
t!Zan-significant level. 

Since 1970. air quality aas been regulated at the federal level under the C lean Air Act 
(C AA). This act authorized the U.S. Environmental Protection .';'genc,' rEP.';') to set 
National Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS) for air pollutants of nationwide 
concern. The EPA has established standards for six criteria air pollutants. These 
pollutants include ozone (03). carbon monoxide (CO). nitrogen dioxide (),;O:). sulfur 
dioxide (SO:). susp~nded particulate matter (PM iIl). and le:ld (Ph). P'v!:., particulate 
matter aas recentlv been added to this listing; however. data to document ambient 
conditions or qu~tify these emissions do n~t yet exist. Primary standards for air 
pollutants were established to protect public health. while secondary standards were 
established to protect the public welt:lfe by preventing impamnent or visibility and 
damage to vegetation and property. 

[n additiop.. the California Air Resources Board (CARB) has set state standards tor 
sulfates. hydrogen sulfide. vinyl chloride. and visibility reducing particles. These 
standards are designed to protect the health and welfare of the populace with a re:lsonable 
marl!in of safet\·. These criteria refer to episode levels representing periods of shorr-tenn 
exp';sure to air 'pollutants that actually threaten public health. Federal and State standards 
are derailed in Table J. 

II 
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Table .:I I I Ambient Air Qualitv Standards r------. --~---,----- Federal 

lRollutant I Avera 'n Time Slate_ l'rilD!ry",,-_-!--_ . .§<l~,!da~. 
i ~ h 0.09 ppm I 0.12 ppm i 
, Ozone (03) lour (180 jl!im') I (235 iolm') : 
I . 8 hour ~-+-- 008 Wm--.:-t--o]jiPP'm----l 

Same as Primary I 

Standard ' 

I I 0.053 ppm --1- 0.053 ppm 
Nitrogen Dioxide ~A~nual Average .: (1001g/m3) I (100 !g/m~) -oJ 

(NO,)' I 0.25 ppm I I 

Same as Primary I 
Standard . 

J hour I (<170 lulm 3) I ___ --\__ ~_·~_·~·.-L.-_~_·_~_·~-~~~-~-~-~-I 

I 
,90 ppm I 9.0 ppm I 

~
-

8 hour ( ~ 0 mg/m' ) ,'~~~ IllglmJ ) __ 

I
' I k i _00 ppm ~~.O ppm 1 !Jour ' , 
_- _____ ~(23 mg·m·l ____ \40 mg;m') I __________ ~ 
I Annual Geometnc '0 . l I ' I, 
I :; 121m -- I 

Mean ~ I -l 

Carbon 
. Monoxide (CO) 

~:~u!f~J~~~c! :~J~~~m'=-I . I::;;~'--I sam~t:::ary i 
--:--:--_--'-'..._.- ;\r1ean I , '~. __ ~.~~ •• _J 

~
' ~:~:~~~ :_n_nu_a_~_{;_~n_th_m~et~iC-Ti ~~-.~_-~~~~~~~_-_T_-_~_-_-_I~_--~;m_'~_--_ -:~~~-_~-_-_-_-_____ c 

Suspended 
Particulate 

Maner (PM toJ 

Maner (f'.'v1211, 24 Hour --; 65 i!!im' I -- I 
I Annual Average I I 0.03 ppm---I---~~-----~ 

I I - I (80 I$m') ! Same as Primarv I 
. ,'--- 24 Huur -- O.04pp,,: O. [4 -pp,,! ' Standard' i 

Sui fur Dioxide (105 H!:'m') : (3651ll.,'m') l l 
(SO,) r 3 Hour I . '-~'-'--r-I' ~~~-I-05 ppffi-l 

L-_.~ ______ ~ __ ' __ ~_~ ____ ~ . (1.300 i~m~) i 
! [ Hour 0,:5 ppm 

f--~-;-= __ l ~ . (655 ii'!m)~ ___ ~~ .. ~_ .. ~_ .. ~ ____ , _______ ._ .. __ ._ 
Lead {Ph) ; 30 Dav Average I !.j l£"m' I w_ I -- ! .,----.. -' ---,--.~.~~. .... '._-, -~----:-~-'--- .. 

I· Calendar Quarter i I (I " ! ') ,Same as Pnmary i 
:--_-:=-=-__ ~ ~ , L~~_I_g_m_. _-L_S_t_aT\d_ar_c_' ,~_J 
I Su/tates i 2.+ Hour i ~5 {1!/m-· ! ; r: ,-1------ • 003PPm ~ ~ ~-------i 

[ Hydrogen Sulfide I I Hour i (42 iVlm!)! -- -- I 
__ ._._ .. __ .. _ .. ~ __ ~ ______ ~_~_~_~ .. __ .I".C"_L __ . . __ I _______ ~ 
i Vinyl Chloride I 24 Hour , 0.0 I ppm I __ i 

r' (Chloroethene) I (26 liQ.'llL_---I- ' 
Visibility I' 1 
R d " 8Hour(lOa.m,to ' .. L I e uemg I ~---

i Particles 6 p.m. PST) I 
, . . ____________ ~~~~_ ~_~_~_~ _____ ~ ____ --I 

1 Note: "'* In sufficient amount to produce an extinction coefficient of 0.23 per kilometer due to particles 
I when the relalive humidity is less than 70 percent. Measurement in accordance with ARB Metho .. d_V .. ·.__ ~,I 
.2ource: ARB Fact Sheet 39. 1998.,_,_._._._ .. _ .. _. __________ .~_.~_ ~ __ 

The Federal Clean Air Act Amendments of 1977 required that each state aaopt an 
implementation plan outlining pollution control measures to attain the federal standards 
in non-attainment or maintenance areas of the state. 

The CARB oversees activities of local air quality management agencies. and is 
:esponsible for incorporating air qualiry management plans tor local air basins into a 
State rmplementation Plan (SIP) lor federal Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) 
approval. The SIP is a plan that provides for implementation. maintemmce. and 
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enforcement of the Ambient Air Quality Standards (AAQS). CARB maintains air quality 
monitoring stations throughout the State in conjunction with local air districts. Data 
collected at these stations are used by the CARB to classif'y air basins as "attainment" or 
"non-attainment" with respect to each pollutant and to areas that meet the AAQS. while 
non-attainment refers to areas that do not meet the MQS. Maintenance areas refer to 
geographic areas that were once non-attainment but have shown recently that the areas 
are achieving the Ai\ QS. 

The federal CA.}\ prohibits federal departments and agencies or other agencies from 
acting on behalf of the federal governmenl and the Metropolitan Planning Organization 
(MPO) tram engaging in. supporting in any way. providing tlnancial assistance for. 
licensing. permitting or approving any activity that does not contorm to the State 
Implementation Plan (SIP). 

Ozone 

Ozone (smog) is formed by photochemical reactions between oxides of nitrogen and 
reactive organic gases rather than being directly emitted. Ozone is a pungent. colorless 
gas typical of smog. Elevated ozone concentrations result in reduced lung function. 
particulariy during vigorous physical activity. This health problem is particularly acute in 
sensitive receptors such as the sick_ elderly. and young children. Ozone levels peak 
during the summer and early fall months. The APCD is designated as a non-attainment 
area for both federal aed State ozone standards. meaning that air quality standards are 
being exceeded. 

Carbon "Hono.wle 

Carbon monoxide (CO) is :ormed by the incomplete combustion of tossil fuels. almost 
entirely from automobiles. CO is a colorless. odorless gas that can cause dizziness. 
fatigue. and impairments to central nervous system functions. The APCD is designated as 
an unclassified area lor State and federal CO sw.ndards. 

lV'ilrogen Oxides 

Nitrogen dioxide. a reddish brown gas. and nitric oxide C"iO). a colorless. odorless gas, 
are tormed from fuel combustion under high temperature or pressure. These compounds 
are reterred to jointly as nitrogen oxides. or NO,. NO" is a primary component of the 
photochemical smog reaction. They also contribute to other pollution problems. including 
a high concentration of tIne particulate matter. poor visibility. and acid deposition. 
Nitrogen dioxide (NO:) decreases lung function and may reduce resistance to infection. 
The APCD is desi!l:nated as attainment areas for State NO, standards and unclassitled for 
Fderal Standards"~ -. 

Suljilr Dioxide 

Sulfur d:oxide (SO,) is a colorless irritating gas formed primarily from incomplete 
combustion of fuels containing sulfur. Industrial facilities also contribute to gaseous SO, 
levels. SO, irritates the respiratory tracl can injure lung tissue when combined with tine 
partIculate matter. and reduces visibility and the level of sunlight. APeD region is in 
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attainmem with both federal and State sulfur dioxide standards. 

Particulate }folfer 

Particulate matter is the term used lor a mixture of solid particles and liquid droplets 
found in the air. Coarse particles (larger than 2.5 but smaller than 10 micrometers, or 
PMIO) come from a variety of sources, including v.indblov.TI dust and grinding 
operations. Fine particles (less than 2.5 micrometers. or PM,; 1 often come from fuel 
combustion. power plants. and diesel buses and trucks. Fine particles can also be formed 
in the atmosphere through chemical reactions. Coarse particles (P'YllO) can accumulate in 
the respiratory svstem and aggravate health problems such as asthma. EPA's scientific 
review concluded that fine particles (PMz.;). which penetrate deeply into the lungs. are 
more likely than coarse particles to contribute to the health effects listed in a number of 
recently published community epidemiological studies at concentrations that extend well 
below those allowed by the current PMlO standards. These health elfects include 
premature death and increased hospital admissions and emergency room visits (primarily 
the eiderly and individuals with cardiopulmonary disease'!: increased respiratory 
symptoms and disease (children and individuals with cardiopulmonary disease such as 
asthma): decreased lung functions (particularly in chJldren and individuals with asthma): 
and alterations in lung tissue and structure and in respiratory tract delense mechanisms. 

The APeD has designated non-attainment areas for the State P:Vl;,) star.dards and 
attainment ltlr lederal standards. The attainment status of PMc ' in these basins has r:ot 

~~ been established by the EP."" or the CARB. 

The CilY must be diligent in its eftorts to ensure that each future project is carefully 
reviewed to ensure consistency with FederaL State. and local air quality standards and 
consistent with the goals. policies. and standards established within the other elements of 
the General Plan that are intended to protect air quality. Theretbre. a case·by-case review 
of future housing projects to ensure that air quality is protected and thar they are 
consistent with all General Plan goals. objectives. and policies would be necessary. 
Adherence to such standards and guidelines would reduce potential impacts related to this 
issue to a less-than-significant level. 

d.e. The Housing Element Cpdate contains policies and programs rather than specific 
projects. New development within the City must comply with the density and intensity 
standards ourlined in the Land Use Element and the City'S current Zoning Ordinance. A 
case-by·case review of future housing projects to ensure that air quality is protected and 
that the projects are consistent with all General Plan goals. objectives. and policies would 
be necessary. Furthermore. the construction of residences. in addition to the activities 
associated with the residences would not result in the creation of objectionable odors. 
Adherence to all applicable standards and guidelines would reduce potential impacts 
related to sensitive receptors to a less-than-significant level. 

l~ 

F ebrlJary ::O()-I 



Truna] Srudy City of Colfax Housl1lg Element 

/--', 

Poten(Hulv 
POienuaIly SlgnLficaO[ Less·Than- ,"" 

Issues Signrficant Wah Srgruiicant impact 
(mpact Mitie&mm Impacl 

Incortrol'llted 

IV. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES. 
Would the project: 

a. Have a substantial adverse effect. either 0 0 0 
directly or through habitat moditlcations. 
on any species identitied as a candidate. 
sensitive. or special status species in 
local or regional plans. policies. or 
regulations. or by the California 
Department of Fish and Game or U,S, 
Fish and Wildlife Service? 

b, Have a substantial adverse effect on any 0 0 0 
riparian habitat or other sensitive natural 
community identitied in local or regional 
plans. policies. or regulations or by the 
California Department of Fish and Game 
or US Fish and Wildlife Service? 

c. Have a substantial adverse effect on " L-,-', 
tederaily protected wetlands as defined by 
Section +04 of the Clean Water Act 
(including. but not limi ted to. marsh. 
vernal pool. coastal. etc.) through direct 
removal. tilling. hydrological 
interruption. or other means? 

d, Interfere substantially with the movement 0 n C 
of any resident or migratory tlsh or 
wildlife species or with established 
resident or migratory wildlife corridors, 
or impede the use of wildlife nursery 

, ~ slIes. 

e, Contlict with any local policies or 0 ::J 0 
ordinances protecting biological 
resources. such as a tree preservation 
policy or ordinance') 

f. Conflict with the provisions of an [J 0 X ::J 
adopted Habitat Conservation Plan. 
Natural Conservation Community Plan. 
or other approved locaL regionaL or state 
habitat conservation plan" 
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- Discussion 

a-f. The City of Colfax habitat types include chaparral and shrub communities. woodland 
communi ties. conifer forest communities. and sierran mixed coni fer forest. Under the tree 
canopy are scrub-oak. manzanita deer brush. and a variety of herbs and grasses. The 
natural vegetation supports various wildlife including California Quail. Gray Fox. mule 
deer. California thrasher. western ranlesnake. brush rabbit. dusk-footed wood rat, 
Western gray squirrel. California ground squirrel, bobcat, raccoon. scrub jay, golden 
mantled ground squirrel. and mountain lion. State or Federally Listed rare or endangered 
animal species are not kno1Nn to exist in the City, or the City's sphere of Inf1ue!1ce, (See 
;-.Jatural Environment Elemc!1t. 6.2-6.3) 

The Housing Element Update anticipates the need for 45 housing units in the City for the 
7-year period from January 2001 to July 2008. The Colfax General Plan and 
accompanying Land Use Diagram have been developed with extensive resource 
protection policies and reserve areas. Amending the City of Colfax General Plan to 
include the Housing Element Update would not result in any signilicanr impacts on 
biological resources because implementation of the goals. policies. and actions included 
in the Housing Element must be consistent with State and Federal laws and the goals. 
policies. and standards established within the Natural Environment Element of the 
General Plan. which are intended to protect biological resources. 

<~. Because the Housing Element is a policy level document. the Housing Element does not 
include any site specitic designs or proposals that would enable an assessment of 
potential site specific biological impacts that may result from future housing development 
proposals. Therefore. future case·by-case reviews of future housing projects .. liould be 
necessary 10 assess the potential tor housing project specilic biological impacts and 
project consistency with State and Federal regulations and all General Plan goals. 
objectives and policies. Adherence to such requirements would reduce potential impacts 
associated with this issue to a less-than-significant leveL 
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v. CL'LTURAL RESOURCES. 
Would the project: 

a. 

b. 

c. 

d. 

Cause a substantial adverse change in the 
significance of a historical resource as 
detined in Section 15064.5? 

Cause a substantial adverse change in the 
signiticance of a unique archaeological 
resource pursuant to Section 15064.5? 

Directly or indirectly destroy a unique 
paleontological resource on site or unique 
geologic features? 

Disturb any human remains, including those 
interred outside of formal cemeteries. 

o 

o o 

o o 

Discussion 

a-d. Cultural resources are places. structures. or objects that are important for scientific. 
historic. and:or religious reasons to cultures. communities. groups. or individuals. 
Cultural resources include historic and prehistoric archaeological sites. architectural 
remains. engineering structures. and artifacts that provide evidence of past human 
activity They also indude places. resources. or items of importance in the traditions of 
societies and religions. 

Two major peoples lived in the Colfax area during the prehistoric period. the :Vlaidu and 
the Mewok Native Americans. Whiie it is unknown whether there was a permanent 
sertlemem located in what is present day Colfa.x. all new construction is monitored by an 
archeological expert in case prehistorical artifacts are uncovered. 

The history of Colfax began in a little valley just below Colfa.x on the southern side of the 
Southern Pacilic Railroad. Along a bend in the valley kno,,'Tl as Alder Grove. miner:s 
first congregated as early as the spring of 1849. The area became the distributing point of 
supplies for all of the mining camps around it. As a commercial area, it ranked with Dry 
Diggings (Auburn) until late in the fall of 1849. when fear of a harsh winter in the upper 
canvon area discouraged winter tradin>! activitv. The site for the to"u which is'todav .. - ... ~ . . 
known as Colfax was laid out by the Central Pacific Railroad in 1865. 

CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.5 defines historic resources as any object. building. 
structure. site. area. place. record, manuscript or other resource listed or determined to be 
eligible for listing by the State Historical Resources Commission. a local register of 

~~ historic resources. or the lead agency. General1y a resources is considered to be 
"historically signiticant" if it meets one of the [ol1owing criteria: 
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• Is associated with events that have made a significant contribution to the 
broad patterns ofCalifornia's history and cultural heritage: 

• Is associated with the lives of imponant persons in the past: 
• Embodies the distinctive characteristics of a type, period. region or method of 

construction. or represents the work of an imponant creative individual. or 
possesses high artistic values: or 

• Has yielded. or may be likely to yield. infonnation imponant in prehistory or 
history, 

The Housing Element Update requires the development of an additional .+5 housing units 
in the City. However. the Housing Element Update contains policies and programs rather 
than ordinance amendments or specific projects. Without specific data on the location 
and type of new residential development, it is not possible to determine potential impacts 
to archaeological and historic resources. Review of new residential development(s) 
would penn it an analysis of how such development may potentially cont1ict with kI10wn 
archeological and/or historic resources. The possibility also exists that future 
development would discover or uncover previously unknown archeological resources, 
Therefore. a case-by-case review of future housing projects and programs to ensure 
consistency with State. Federal, and all G"neral Plan goals. objectives. and policies 
would be necessary. Adherence to applicable City. County. State. and federal standards 
and guidelines related to the protection/preservation of cultural resources. as well as the 
requirements mandated during the environmental review of individual projects would 
reduce potential impacts related to cultural resources to a Jess-than-significant level. 
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VI. GEOLOGY AND SOILS. 
Would the project, 

a. Expose people or structures to potential 
substantial adverse etTects. including the risk 
of loss. injury. or death involving: 

l. Rupture of a known earthquake fault. D 0 D 
as delineated on the most recent 
Alquist - Priolo Earthquake Fault 
Zoning lIvfap issued by the State 
Geologist for the area based on other 
substantial evidence of a known fault 0 

11. Strong seismic ground shaking0 X 

HL Seismic-related ground failure. 0 X 
including liquefaction? 

IV. Landslides: [::! 0 X 

b. Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of 0 ro X c..l 

/----, topsoil? 

c. Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is 0 
unstable. or that wQuld become unstable as a 
result of the project. and potentially result in 
on- or ofT-site landsUde. lateral spreading. 
subsidence. lique!i:lction or collapse" 

d. Be located on expansive soil. as defined in 0 
Table 18-1B of the Uniform Building Code0 

e, Have soils incapable ot adequately supporting C 0 
the use of septic tanks or alternative 
wastewater disposal systems where sewers 
are not available for the disposal of 
wastewater? 

Discussion 

a-Lii. As of the most recent listing of cities and counties affected by the Alquist-Priolo .. ~ct does 
not include either the City of Colfax or Placer County. Rupture of the surface has not 
resulted from taulting associated with earthquakes in Placer Coumy, The nearest fault 
line is the Stampede Vailey tault that was last active in 1966 during the Truckee 
earthquake. This tault line docs not extend into Colfax but may extend into parts of 
Placer County, 
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Amending the City of Colla x General Plan to include the Housing Element Cpdate would 
not result in any signiticant geological impacts because actions to implement the goals. 
policies. and actions included in the Housing Element must be consistent with the goals. 
policies. and standards established within the other elements of the General Plan that are 
intended to protect the safety of the community. Furthermore. all new housing 
development and rehabilitation that might result from Housing Element implementation 
would be required to be consistent with existing State and Local building codes which are 
designed to ensure that new construction does not expose people to significant geological 
impacts, Therefore. seismic hazards would have less-than-significant impacts to the 
proposed project 

a-iiLiv,c, Liquefaction is a process by which water-saturated materials (including soiL 
sediment, and certain types of volcanic deposits) lose strength and may fail during strong 
ground shaking, Liquefaction is defined as "the transtormation of a granular material 
from a solid state into :1 liquefied state as a consequence of increased pore-water pressure, 
The Colfax General Plan Satety Element identities the bed of streams or sloped 
exposures as areas of the City of Colfax that are the most susceptible to liquefaction. 
(Coitax General Plan p, i-3), 

Landslide C30 occur with or without :m earthquake. These slope !ailures can be :1rtributed 
to the type of m:lterbL structural properties of that materiaL steepness of slope. water. 
vegetation :ype. and proximitv to are3S of active erosion, Within Coltax. landslides are 
anributed to both erosion and the steepness of slope, The City of Colfax's Hillside 
development guidelines are in place to mitigate tor landslides due to development. 

The update to the Citfs Housing Element identities that an additional .+5 housing units 
are required in the Cir\", In the absence of specific int(mnation regarding the iocation and 
type of these additional residential units. it is not possible to detennme if new residential 
development is subject to liquefaction. landslide. and other related hazards, New 
residential development within the City would be designed and constructl':d to meet the 
most currellt seismic safety standards tor lique!action included in :he Umform Building 
Code (lIBCl andior standards established by the City of Co ita:;:, .\dherence to these 
requirements would reduce potential liquetaction. landslide. and otha related impacts to 
a less-tl!an-significantleveL 

b, The Placer County General Plan Background Report identities Colfax and the 
surrounding area as having soils that present a moderate to high erosion hazard. Due to 
this risk. parcels that have gradients of more than 10 percent are subject to the City's 
Hillside guidelines. Development in these areas are encouraged to use innovated design 
concepts such as clustering. split pads. and underground or below grade rooms to' provide 
energy efficient and environmentally desirable spaces, C luster development is when 
structures are built grouped close together to preserve open spaces larger than the 
individual yard for common recreation for the purpose of protecting and preserving 
natural landtorms. and/or environmentally sensitive areas by maintaming open space, In 
these design areas the ma'(imum number of residential dwelling units shall be as 
determined by environmental assessment. unless such development constraints can be 
shown to have been eliminated or mitigated to the satisiaction of the Planning 
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Commission or of the City Council. Development of the 45 residential units identified in 
the Housing Needs Assessment would require earth-moving activities. which would 
expose soils. thereby increasing the potential for erosion or loss of topsoil. The 
susceptibility of soils to erosion varies depending on the location. base material. 
topography. surrounding environment (e.g .• natural cover or paved surfaces). and the 
level of ground disturbance activities. [n the absence of information as to where new 
residential development would occur. it is not possible to ascertain if (or to what level). 
the development of specific residential projects would contribute to the erosion of or loss 
of topsoil. 

Compliance " .. ith National Pollution Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) permit and 
Storm \Vater Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPP) requirements as well as common 
construction and grading practices would reduce potential impacts related to soil erosion 
to a less-than-significant level. 

d. Expansive soils have the potential for shrinking and swelling with changes in moisture 
content. v,hich can cause damage to overlying structures. The amount and type of clay in 
the soi! intluences the changes. According to the Collax General Plan Initial Study. much 
of the Coitax Planning Area contains soils that hme low to moderate expansive soils. 

a. 

The update to the City's Housing Element identifies that an additional ... 5 housing units 
are required in the City. In the absence of spccil1c information regarding the location and 
type of these additional residential units. it is not possible to determine if new residential 
development is subject to hazards associated with expansive soil\5). New residential 
development within the City would be design.:d and constructed to meet the most current 
standards included in the iJniform Building Code and/or standards established by the City 
such as the Hillside Development Standards. Implementation or' the rebted City of 
COltil.'( General Plan Policies would mitigate any potential impacts to a less-than
signifi~ant level (Coltax General Plan Initial Studv. p. 7). Theretore. adherence to the 
above requirements would reduce potential expansive soils impacts to a less-than
significant level. 

The Housing Element Update contains policies and programs rather than specitic 
projects. In addition. future residential development within the City would generally 
utilize local sewer systems. In areas where the use of septic systems is required. such 
systems would be designed. constructed. and maintained in accordance witb established 
City standards. The suitability of specitic sites to accommodate septic systems shall be 
determined prior to development via the preparation of applicable required studies. 
Adherence to applicable City standards related to the placement. construction. and 
suitability of septic systems would reduce potential impacts related to this issue to a less-
than-significant level. . 
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VII. HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS. 
Would the project: 

a. Create a significant hazard to the public or the 0 0 0 
environment through the routine transport, 
use, or disposal of hazardous materials? 

b. Create a significant hazard to the public or the 0 0 
environment through reasonably foreseeable 
upset and accident conditions involving the 
likely release of hazardous materials into the 
environment'? 

c. Emit hazardous emissions or handle 0 0 
hazardous or acutely hazardous materials. 
substances. or waste within one-quarter mile 
of an existing or proposed school" 

d. Be located on a site which is ine!uded on a list C n 
of hazardous materials sites compiled 
pursuant to Government Code Section 
65962.5 and. as a result. would it create a 
significant hazard to the pubiic or the 
environment? 

e. For a project located within an airport land D C 
use plan or. where such a plan 'ms not been 
adopted. within two miles of a public airport 
or public use airport_ would the project result 
in a safety hazard lor people residing or 
working in the project area" 

f For a project within the vicinity of a private D 0 
airstrip. would the project resuit in a safety 
hazard tor people residing or working in the 
project an;a0 

g. Impair implementation of or physically 0 " 0 
interfere with an adopted emergency response 
plan or emergency evacuation plan'! .. 

h. Expose people or structures to the risk of loss, D " injurf or death involving wildland fires. 
including where wildlands are adjacent to 

urbanized areas or "here residences are 
intermixed with wildlands'; 
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a.b. Th~ potential release of hazardous materials along roadways is an on-going condition that 
is regulated by lederal. State. and local regulations. This condition would exist with or 
without the proposed project. 

The update to the City's Housing Element identifies that an additional -15 housing units 
are required in the City. Because the Housing Element is a policy level document. the 
Housing Element does not include any site specific designs or proposals that would 
enable an assessment of potential site specific hazardous impactS that may result from 
future housing development proposals. 

Amending th" City of Colfax General Plan to include the Housing Ekment L'pdate would 
not result in any significant hazards, such as exposure to potential health hazards. or 
creation of a health hazards. because actions to implement the goals. policies. and actions 
included in the Housing Element must be consistent with the goals. policies. and 
standards established \\ithin the other dements of the General Plan that are intended to 
protect the satety of the community. However. to ensure that devdopment of housing on 
specilic sites does not result in potentially signiticant hazards or expose people to 
potential h<:a!th hazards. future projects would be reviewed for ,onsiste:lcy with state. 
tederal. and 10cc.1 requirements and guidelines. Adherence to such requir.;ments would 
reduce pOkntial impacts associated with this issue to a less-than-signifiCll/1t l<.~\·el. 

c. Residential units constructed through irr.plemenration of the Housing E!eme:lt Update 
may be locmcd within one-quarter mile of an existing or planned school. The Housing 
Element Update contains policies and programs rather than specitic projects. [n the 
absence of specitic information regarding the location and type of these additional 
residential units. it is not possible to determine potential impac:s to existing or planned 
schools. An analysis of potential impacts associated with the Housing Element Update to 
existing or planned schools would be conducted during the em ironmentai review of 
specific residential developments. Adherence to applicable Cb, State. :lnd or f.:deral 
regulations related to the transport. use. storage or disposal of hazardous materials would 
reduce the potential impacts related to this issue to aless-than-significant Je\e1. 

d. The Housing Elemc:lt Update contains policies and programs rather thar: specific 
projects. [n the absence of specific information regarding the location and type of 
additional residential units. a residential development site cannot be identified as bcing 
located in or neru- an ru-ea identilied as a hazardou.~ materials site. Review of potential 
impacts related to this issue would be conducted during the environmental review of 
specific residential developments. Adherence to applicable City. State. andlor federal 
regulations would reduce potential hazards to the public to a less-than-significllnt revel. 

e,f. Airports are not located within the City of Colfax or within the Planning :'..rea. The 
nearest Public or Private ese Airport is the 0ievada County AirJort. ' miles from the 
City of Coltax. Stare Law charges :--;c\ada Coumy with admi:1isteri:1g an Airport Land 
Use Plan (ALUP), 
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The Housing Element Update contains policies and progr3.!T1s rather than speCltlc 
projects. Furore development proposals would undergo analysis to determine whether a 
residential development site would be located within an ALUP or if such development 
would create a safety hazard for persons residing in new residential developments. 
Review of potential impacts related to this issue would be conducted during the 
environmental review of specific residential developments. Adherence to applicable City. 
State. andior federal regulations would reduce potential hazards associate with this issue 
to a less-than-significant level. 

g. The Housing Element Update contains policies and progr3.!T1s rather than specific 
projects. In the absence of specific information regarding the location and type of 
additional residential units. the impact of new residential development on the emergency 
response andior emergency evacuation plans adopted by the City cannot be determined. 
Development of residential uses would be consistent with applicable requirements of 
adopted emergency response/evacuation plans; thus, reducing potential impacts related to 
this issue to a less-than-significant level. 

h. The Housing Element Update is a policy level document and thadare docs nut contain 
specific projects. However. upon the construction of hOLL'Sing anticipated in the Housing 
Element li pdate. neW housing would typically occur on unde\doped or underutilized 
land. some of which may be located adjacent [0 areas v,:ith. a signitkmt risk for property 
damage or injury resulting from wildland tires. The trllI1sition from natural vegetation to 
urban uses would increase the potential for wildland tire imD<lcts. ",ow resident;:!l 
development would be evaluated to determine the exposure of people and structures to a 
significant risk of loss due to wildland fires. New develupment would adhere to 
applicable and appropriate standards and regulations of responsible fire authorities: 
thereby. reducing potential wildland fire impacts to a less-than-sigllificam level. 
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VIII. HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY. 
Would the project: 

a. Violate any water quality standards or waste discharge 0 a 0 
requirements'? 

a. Substantially deplete groundwater supplies or interfere 0 a 0 
substantially with groundwater recharge such that there 
would be a net delicit in aquifer volume or a lowering of 
the local groundwater table level (i.e" the production rate 
of pre-existing nearby wells would drop to a level which 
would not support existing land uses or planned uses for 
which penuits have been granted)? 

c, Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern 0 f the 0 
site or area. including through the alteration orlhe course 
of a stream or river. in a manner which would result in 
substantial erosion or siltation on- or off-site') 

d. Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the 0 a 
site or area. including through the alteration of the course 

,~ 

ofa stream or river. or substantially increase the rate or 
amount of surface runoff in a manner which would result 
in tlooding 00- or off·site" 

c. Create or contribute runoff water which would exceed 1-' 
,~ 

the capacity of existing or planned stonuwater drainage 
systems or provide substantial additional sources of 
polluted runoff' 

e. Othemise substantially degrade water quality? [J 0 a 0 

" Place housing within a I DO-year tloodplaio. as mapped ". 0 a 0 
on a federal Flood Hazard Boundary or Flood Insurance 
Rate :'vlap or other t100d hazard delineation map: 

h. Place within a IOO-year !1oodplain structures which 0 0 
would impede or redirect nood tlows" 

1. Expose people or structures to a signiticant risk of loss. a [J 

injury or death involving tlooding, including flooding as 
a result of the failure of a levee or dam. 

J. Expose people or structures to a significant risk of loss. 0 0 a 
injury. or death involving inundation by seiche. tsunamI. 
or mudt1ow? 
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Discussion 

a.f. Under Section 402 of the Clean Water Act. the Regional Water Quality Control Board 
(RWQCB) issues NPDES pemlits to regulate waste dischargers to "waters of the nation." 
Waters of the nation include rivers. lakes. and their tributary waters. Waste discharges 
include discharges of stormwater and construction project discharges. A construction 
project resulting in the disturbance of one (1) or more acres requires a :.JPDES permit. 
Construction project proponents are required to prepare a SWPPP. 

b. 

The Housing Element Cpdate is a policy ievel document and therdore does not contain 
specific projects. Future development anticipated in the Housing Element Update would 
be subject to the Cry's environmental review process: therefore. future residential 
development would be evaluated on an individual basis tor potential violation at water 
quality standards or waste discharge requirements as it is proposed. Implementation of 
Best Management Practices (BMPs) as specified by the NPDES permit and the approval 
of a SWPPP would ensure that any potential impacts associated with this issue would be 
reduced to a less-than-significant level. 

The Housing Element Cpdate is a policy level document and thereliJre does not contain 
specific projects. In addition. Colfax is not heavily reliant 0:1 groundwater. The Placer 
County Water Agency supplies water to much of Colta.\. PCW.-\ \\[lter supply comes 
from the Yuba-Bear and American River watersheds and snow paCK runoff Theretore. 
the impacts associated with the Housing Element would be less-thall-sigllificant and 
mitigation measures arc not required. 

c-e. Because the Housing Element is a polic} level document. the Housing Element does not 
inc!ude an~ site spec!!it: designs or proposals that would en~bl" an assessment of 
potential site specific SlOrmwater runotT and drainage panem impacts that may result with 
future housing development proposals. Therefore. a case-by-case design review of future 
housing projects would be carried out to ensure the safety of the future communities. and 
that future projects are consistent with all General Plan goals. objectives. and policies. 
Adherence to such requirements would rduce potential impacts associated with this 
issue to a less-than-significant level. 

g-I. According to FEMA. Colfax does not exist in a IOO-year flood plan. For the purposes of 
Flood Hazard mapping it is zoned category ··C". Because th~ Housing Element is a 
policy level document. the Housing Element does not include any site sped tie designs or 
proposals that would enable an assessment of potential site specltic flooding impacts that 
may result with future housing development proposals, Therefore. a case-by-case design 
review of future housing projects would be carried out to ensure the safetv of the future 
communities. and that future projects are consistent wi th all General Plqcfl. 'goals. 
objectives. and policies. Adherence to such requirements would reduce potential impacts 
associated with this issue to a less-than-significalll level. 

J. Tsunamis are defined as sea waves created by undersea fault movement. A lsunami poses 
little danger away from shorelines, Colta., is several miles inland from any se:l or ocean 
and. therelore. would not suffer from a tsunami. 

:26 
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A seiche is a long wavelength, large-scale wave action set up in a closed body of water 
such as a lake or reservoir, whose destructive capacity is not as great as that of tsunamis. 
Colfax is not located near a lake that is identified as having a potential threat from a 
seiche. However, mudflows typically occur in mountainous or hilly terrain. The City of 
Colfa.'( is mountainous and hilly and has experienced mudflows in the past. 

Because the Housing Element is a policy level document, the Housing Element does not 
include any site specific designs or proposals that would enable an assessment of 
potential site specific impacts resulting from seiches and mudslides that may result with 
future housing development proposals. Therefore, a case-by-case design review of future 
housing projects would be carried out to ensure the safety of the future communities. and 
that future projects are consistent with at! General Plan goals. objectives, and policies. 
Adherence to such requirements would reduce potential impacts associated with this 
issue to a less-than-significant leveL 
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IX. LAND USE AND PLANNING. 
Would Ihe projeCI: 

a. Physically divide an established community? 

b. Connict with any applicable land use plans. 
policies. or regulations of an agency with 
jurisdiction over the project (including. but not 
limited to the general plan. specific plan. local 
coastal program. or zoning ordinance) adopted 
for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating on 
environmental effect? 

c. Conflict with any applicable habitat 
conservation plan or natural communities 
conservation plan" 

Ininal Srudy. Cir;; of Colfnx Yousing Element 

Potentially 
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lmpao 

o 
o 
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o 
o 
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Discussion 

a. Development anticipated by the Housing Element Update \Could inyol\e de\elopmcnt of 
vacant land and underutilizcd land. The proposed projcc: would im'olve a change in land 
use from vacant land to residential urban uses. but would not signiricantl, divide anY 
communir:; or reduce access to community amenities. Therefore. project impacts are 
considered less-than-significant and mitigation measures are not required. 

b. The City of COltilX'S current I-lousing Element was adopted in !993. At the time of the 
adoption. all Elements of the City'S Genero.l Plan were consistent. In accordance with 
State Law. the City of Colfax has prepared a new 2003-2008 Housing Element. which is 
the document evaluated in this Initial Study. With the adoption of this new Housing 
Element. all elements of Colfax's Genera! Plan will be consistent with one another. 
Therefore. the proposed project would have less-than-significant impacts to land use 
plans and policies. 

c. Currently. habitat conservation plans or natural communities conservation plans do nOt 
exist within the Colfax Planning Area. Therefore. development anticipated by the 
Housing Element would haw no impacts to habitat conservation plans or natural 
community conservation plans. 
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X. MINERAL RESOURCES. 
Would the proJect: 

a. Result in the loss of availability of a known 
mineral resource that would be 0 f value to the 
region nnd the residents of the state'? 

b. Result in the loss of availability of a locally 
importnnt mineral resource recovery site 
delineated on a local general plan. specific plan. 
or other land use plan') 

Discussion 

Imc:al SruJy Ciry of Colf:.LX Housing Elemer.t 
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a.b. Currently there is an inactive mine located within the City of Colfax that ma:, still conuin 
trace vdns of the mineral gold. The proposed project identities a housing need of .+5 
housing units in the Citv. The possibility exists thm the de\'e!opment ot' some of the 
houses would result in the loss of availability of mineral resources. Ho\\ ever. bec;}use the 
Housing Elemem is a policy level document- the Housing Element does not indude any 
site specitic designs or proposals that "ould enable an assessmem of potential site 
specitic impacts related to mineral resources that may result with furllre housing 
development proposals. Therefore. a c:lsc·by-case deoign rc\"ie\\ of future housing 
projects would be carried out to ensure that future projects are consistent wah illl General 
Plan goals. objectives. and policies" Adherence to such requirements would reduce 
potential impacts associated with this issue to a less-tltan-signijicam level. 

. . 
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?OIenuallv 
?olenllfl.llv Sigrufic;U;t Lllss~Than-

lssues Slgnlficnrll Wi .. SI!P'ufic:ltJt 
iruoac[ Mmganon Impact 

:n<:oroorntcd 

XI. NOISE. 
Would the project result in: 

a. Exposure of persons to or generation of noise 0 0 
levels in excess of standards established in the 
local general plan or noise ordinance. or 
applicable standards of other agencies? 

b. Exposure of persons to or generation of 0 [J • 
excessive groundbome vibration or groundbome 
noise levels') 

c. A substantial permanent increase in ambient 0 [J 

noise levels in the project vicinity above levels 
existing without the project') 

d. A substantial temporary or periodic increase in 
ambient noise levels in the project vicinit;; 
above ;evels existing without the project" 

,~. e. For a project located within an airport land USc :J n 
plan or. where such a plan has not been adopted. 
within two miles of a public airport or public use 
airport. would the project expose peopk residing 
or working in the project area to excessive noise 
levels" 

f, For a project within the vicinity ofa private 0 l.J • 
airstrip. would the project expose people 
residing or working in the project area [Q 

excessive noise levels'} 

Discussion 

a. Sound refers to anything that is or may be perceived by the ear. Noise is usually defined 
as unwanted sound. Noise consists of any sound that may produce physiological or 
psychological damage and/or interfere with communication. work. rest, recreation" and 
sleep. Noise impacts can be described in three categories. The tirst is audible impacts that 
refer to increases in noise levels noticeabk to humans, Audible increases in noise levels 
generally refer to a change of 3,0 decibels (dB) or greater because this level has been 
found to be barely perceptible in exterior environments. The second category. potentially 
audible. refers to a change in the noise level between 1.0 and 3.0 dB. This range of noise 
levels has been lound to be noticeable only in laboratory environments. The last category 
is changes in noise level of less than 1.0 dB that are inaudible to thl! human cur. Only 
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audible changes in t:xisting ambient or background noise levels are considered potentially 
significant. 

The proposed project identifies a housing need of 45 housing units in the City. Typically. 
residential housing does not generate unacceptable noise levels. which would exceed City 
standards. However, adoption and implementation of the Housing Element may be 
expected to result in the exposure of persons to noise levels in excess of standards 
established in the local General Plan or Noise Ordinance. Without identifYing the 
location of residential development. it is not possible to determine if future housing 
would be placed near land uses that would generate noise levels that would exceed 
acceptable standards. Therefore, a case·by·case review of future housing projects would 
be carried out to ensure that fulure residents are not exposed to unacceptable noise levels. 
and that the projects are consistent with all General Plan goals. objectives. and policies. 
and the City's Noise Ordinance. Adherence to such requirements would reduce potential 
impacts associated with this issue to a less-than-significant level. 

The construction of new residential uses would require the use of earthmoving vehicles 
and construction equipment. The operation of this equipment would tcmporaril: increase 
the potential tor groundbome vibration and/or noise. Potential ground borne 
noise/vibration impacts resulting construction of additional residential units envisioned 
by the Hou,ing Ek;ment l'pdate would be short-term. This issue would be evaluated as 
part of the environmentai review of future residential development. Constmction 
activities associated with new residential development would required to compiy with 
applicable City standards regarding the generation of ground vibl"<ltion or groundbome 
noise. Adherence to these measures would reduce impacts associated with this issue to a 
less-than-significant leveL 

c. The update to the Housing Element identities that an additional .\5 housing units are 
required in the City. The development of new residential uses typically increases the 
tratfic volumes in the vicinity of new development. Because tratfie noise is a primary 
contributor to the local noise environment. any increase in tramc resulting from the 
development of new residential uses would be expected to proportionally increase local 
noise levels. 

d. 

An analysis of potentia; impacts associated with perm2Jlent increases in ambient noise 
levels brought about through implementation of the Housing Element l' pdate wouid be 
conducted as part of the environmental review of individual residential developments. 
Adherence to applicable City and/or State noise standards would reduce potential impacts 
related to this issue to aless-tilan-signifLCunt leveL 

The update to the Housinil Element identitles that an additional housinu units are 
required in the City. Devel~pment of new residential uses would require the m~ditlcation 
of individual project sites. installation of utilities. and .:onstruction of structures. Noise 
generated from grading and construction equipment as well as noise gene~ated from 
workers' vehicles would contribute to a temporary increase in ambient noise levels in the 
vicinity of the project site. 
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An analysis of potential impacts associated with temporary increases in ambient noise 
levels brought about through implementation of the Housing Element Update would be 
conducted as part of the environmental review of individual residential developments. 
Adherence to applicable City and/or State noise standards would reduce potential impacts 
related to this issue to a less-than-signijicant level. 

Airports are not located within the City of Colf<L"X or within the Planning Area. The 
nearest Public or Private Use Airport is the Nevada County Airport, 7.2 miles from the 
City of Colfax. Therefore aircraft operations at the airport are not audible in the Planning 
Area and existing and future operations are not identified as a potential noise source 
within the Planning Area. 

The update to the Housing Element identifies that an additional 45 housing units are 
required in the City. In the absence of specitic information regarding the location and 
type of additional residential units, potential airport-related noise impacts cannot be 
determined. Future residential development anticipated by the Housing Element Update 
would be evaluated to identify how such development would be potentially impacted by 
airport related noise. Compliance with applicable City. State. and/or federal noise 
standards would reduce potential impacts related to this issue to a less-than-signijicant 
level. 
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XlI. POPULATION AND HOUSING. 
Would the project: 

a. Induce substantial population growth in an area. 0 0 X 

either directly (for example. by proposing new homes 
and businesses) or indirectly (c.g .. through projects in 
an undeveloped area or extension of major 
infrastructure)? 

b. Displace substantial numbers of existing housing, 0 0 
necessitating the construction of replacement housing 
elsewhere" 

c. Displace substantial numbers of people. necessitating [J 0 
the construction of replacement housing elsewhere? 

Discussion 

a-c. The addition of the housing units proposed in the Housing Ekment Update would help to 
increase the number of housing units in the City and improve the jobs/housing balance. 

/-. All of the housing development proposed by the Housing Element L:pdale is within the 
existing City limits on land that is already served by the necessary infrastructure for 
residential development or ,and that car.. have the necessary infrastructure systems 
extended. For these reasons. adoption and implementation of the Housing Element would 
not be expected to induce substantial grow1h that would require signit'icant new 
inrrastructure. displace substantial numbers of existing housing. or necessitate the 
construction of replacement housing. Therefore. approval and implementation of the 
Housing Element Update would have less-than-significant impacts to population and 
housing. 

The Housing Element Update contains policies and programs rather than specific 
projects. Future development anticipated by the Housing Element Update would be 
constructed on vacant and underutilized land in the City. and existing housing would not 
be displaced. Therefore. the Housing Element would have less-than-significanr impacts 
related to the displacement of existing housing. 
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XIII. PUBLIC SERVICES. 
Would the project result in substantial adverse 
physical impacts associated with the provision of new 
or physical{v altered governmental facilities. need for 
new or physical(v altered governmental lad/ities. the 
construction of which could cause significant 
environmental impacts. in order to maintain 
acceptable service ratios. response times or other 
perji;rmance objectivesjor any a/the public services: 

a. Fire protection? 

b. Police protection? 

c. Schools? 

d. Parks'; 

Discussion 

0 0 • 
w • 

• 
[J • 

a. Residential development proposed by the Housing Element L:pd:ue "ouid be served by 
the Coltax Fire Department. The additional development of 45 housing uni,s set forth by 
the Housing Element would increase the need tor fire protection services in the City. 
However. the Housing Element Update contains goals. policies. and programs rather than 
specitic projects. Future development may require improvements to existing facilities or 
increases in starting and equipment. Through the City's environmental review process. 
future development would be evaluated on an individual basis tor potential impacts 
related to the provision of tire protection services. Without specific details rcgarding each 
development. the adequac:' of fire protection is impossibk to determine with any 
precision. These needs would be addressed and met as each development is constructed. 
Where needed. appropriate mitigation measures would be required to reduce potential 
impacts to a levd that is less-than-significant. 

b. Residential Development proposed in the Housing Element Update would be served by 
the Placer County Sheriff Department. The additional development of .+5 housing units 
set torth by the Housing Element would increase the need for police protection services 
in the City. However. the Housing Element Update contains goals. policies. and programs 
rather than specitic projects. Future development anticipated in the Housing ELement 
Update may require improvements to existing facilities or increases in staffing and 
equipment. Through the City's environmental review process. future development would 
be evaluated on an individual basis for potential impacts related to the provision of police 
protection services. Without specific details regarding each development. the adequacy of 
police protection is impossible to determine with any precision. These needs would be 
addressed and met as each development is constructed. Where needed. appropriate 
mitigation measures would be required to reduce potential impacts to a kvel that is less
thun-significant. 
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Two school districts serve the Colfax Planning Area. the Collax Elementary School 
District and the Placer Union High School District. All schools are located outside of the 
City boundaries (Colfax General Plan Initial Study. p. 13). The Housing Element Update 
identifies an assigned growth need of 45 additional housing units for development 
through 2008. Development of additional housing is provided to meet anticipated 
population gro"'th. thereby increasing the demand on schools. Additional fucilities and 
staffing may be necessary to accommodate the gro",th. Payment of the School Facilities 
Mitigation Fee ha, been deemed by the State legislarure to be full and complete 
mitigation of the impacts of a development project on the provision of adequate school 
facilities. The assessment of the standard School Facilities Mitigation Fee ensures that the 
Project would not result in a significant impact under CEQA. in accordance with Senate 
Bill 50. which became effective in 1998. Therefore, the impact from the proposed project 
would be less-than-significant 

All local-serving park and recreation lands within the Planning A.rea are owned and 
operated by the Parks and Recreation Department. and local school district. The City of 
Coitilx has adopted a standard. which requires a acres per LOOO residents (Colfax 
General Plan Natural Environment Element p. 6-10) The Housing Element Update 
identities an assigned growth need of 45 additional housing units for developmem 
through 2008. The Housing Element Update contains goals. policies. and programs rather 
than specific projects. Furure development anticipated in the Housing Element Update 
",auld increase the demand for additional parkland in the City .. ~Il future residential 
development shall be reviewed to ensure consistency with the Collax Generru Plan. all 
applicable City ordinances. and the community's open space and recreational needs. 
Adherence to these measures would reduce impacts associated with this issul': to a less
than-significant level. 

37 
F.:hrtwry:OO..l 



Issues 

[rur.::ll Srulh' eny of Colfax Housmg Element 

PmerltlaE; 
St~r1!ficant 

Impac! 

?otenu<l;I~ 
Si!ffi!~C:U1J 

Wnll 
MlIlgatliJrI 

ir!Cl'lrpor:u¢d 

Lcs.,,~ThJn~ 

Slgmficant 
Impact 

XIV. RECREATION. 
Would Ihe projeCI: 

a. Would the project increase the use of existing 
neighborhood and regional parks or other 
recreational taciliti.es such that substantial 
physical deterioration of the facility would occur 
or be accelerated: 

b. Does the project include recreational facilities or 
require the construction or expansion of 
recreational facilities which might have an 
adverse physical effect on the environment? 

c 

Discussion 

a.b. All local-ser;ing park and recreation lands within the Planning A:ea are owned and 
operated by the City of Collax parks and recreation deparlr:1cnt. and the local school 
district. The City of Coltax has adopted a standard. which reqt.:;res 3-5 acres per 1.000 
residents (Colfa, General Plan National Environment ElemcClt p. 6-10}. The Housing 
Element Update idemities an assigned groW1h need of .+5 additional housing units fur 
development through 2008. The Housing Element Cpdate contains goals. policies. and 
programs rather than specific projects. Future development anticipated in the Housing 
Element Update would increase the demand tor additional parkland in the City. All future 
residential development shall be reviewed to ensure consistency \\ith the Colfax General 
plan. all applicable City ordinances, and the community's open space and recreational 
needs. Adherence to these measures would reduce impacts assQciated with this issue to a 
less-than-signijicant level. 

, . 
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Issues 

XV. TRANSPORTATION AND CIRCULATION. 
Would the project: 

a. Cause an increase in traffic which is substantial 
In relation to the existing traffic load and 
capacity of the street system (i.e., result in a 
substantial Increase In either the number of 
vehicle trips, the volume to capacity ratio on 
roads, or congestion at intersections)? 

b. Exceed, either individually or cumulatively, a 
level of service standard established by the 
county congestion management agency for 
designated roads or highways? 

c. Result In a change In aIr traffic patterns. 
including either an increase in traffic levels or a 
change In location that results In substantial 
safety risks~ 

d. Substantially increase hazards due to a design 
fe:ltures (e.g.. sharp curves or dangerous 
intersections) or incompatible uses (e.g.. farm 
equipment)? 

e. Result in inadequate emergency access') 

f. Result in inadequate parking capacity~ 

g. Conflicts with adopted policies supporting 
alternative transportation (e.g .. bus turnouts. 
bicycle racks)'? 

Discussion 
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a,b. The Housing Element l'pdate identifies an assigned growth need of ~5 additional housing 
units. Because the Housing Element is a policy level document. the Element does not 
include site specific designs or proposals that would enable an assessment of potential 
site specific transportation impacts that may result with future housing development 
proposals. All future residential development shall be reviewed to ensure consistency 
with all regional and local transportation plans and policies. the Colfax General Plan. and 
all applicable City ordinances. In addition. all proposals, both private and public, to 
develop new residential units shall be subject to a project-specific environmental 
analysis. Adherence to such requirements would reduce potential impacts associated with 
this issue to a less-than-significant level. 

c. Development anticipated by the Housing Element Update involves the potential 
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development of 45 housing units on vac:mt and underutilized parcels of land throughout 
the City. The anticipated amount of development would not result in any changes to air 
traffic patterns nor would the anticipated amount of development result in any substantial 
safety risks related to aircraft traffic. Therefore, the proposed project would have no 
impact. 

d. The Housing Element Update identifies an assigned growth need of 45 additional housing 
units through 2008. Any needed traffic improvements associated with the anticipated 
development would be constructed to the City' s roadway safety standards. The increased 
amount of traffic associated with the anticipared development would not substantially 
increase hazards to motorist. pedestrians or bicyclists. Through rhe City's environmental 
review process. future development projects would be evaluated for potential safety 
impacts. \\'here needed. appropriate mitigation measures would be required to reduce 
potential impacts to a less-than-signifu:ant level. 

e. The Housing Element Update identities an assigned growth need of 4S additional housing 
units through 2008. Any future residential projects would be required to conform to 
traffic and safery regular ions that specify adequate emergency access measures. Without 
specitlc details regarding each development the adequacy of emergency ac,ess is 
impossible ro determine with any precision. Future d.;:velopmenr proj.;:crs would be 
evaluated ro detennine adeauacy of emergency access prior to its approval. Theretore. the 
proposed project would have a less-than-significant impacr ro hazards resulring from 
design features. 

f. Development anticipated by the Housing Element L' pdare involves the construction of 
residential dwelling units. Each development would be required to adhere to all 
applicable City of Colfax srandards pertaining ro the provision of parking lacilities. 
Future development projects would be evaluated to derermine adequacy of parking on an 
individual basis. Adherence to these standards would reduce potenrial parking impacts to 
a less-than-significant level. 

g. The City of Coltax contains access to several forms of alternative rransportation such as 
buses. walking trails. and bike paths. The Housing Element C pdated identifies an 
assigned growth need of 45 housing units by 1008. Because the Housing Element is a 
policy level document. the Element does not include site specitic designs or proposals 
that would enable an assessment of potential site specific impacts to alternative 
transportation that may result with future housing development proposals. Future 
development proposals would provide for alternative modes of transportation. Therefore, 
the proposed project would have a less-than-significant impact. 
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XVI. UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS. 
Would the projecr 

a. Exceed wastewater treatment requirements of 0 0 
the applicable Regional Water Quality Control 
Board? 

b. Require or result in the construction of new 0 0 X 

water or wastewater treatment facilities or 
expansion of existing facilities. the construction 
of which could cause significant environmental 
effects? 

c. Require or result in the construction of new 
~ 0 L.J 

storm water drainage facilities or expansion of 
existing facilities. the construction of which 
could cause significant environmenwl effects? 

d. Have sut1icient water supplies available to serve 0 0 
the project from existing entitlements and 
resou~ces. or are new or expanded entitlements 
needed? 

e. Result in a determination by the wastewater 0 
treatment provider which serves or may serve 
the project that it has adequate capacity to serve 
the project's projected demand in addition to the 
provider's existing commitments') 

f Be served by a landfill with sufficient permitted 
capacity to accommodate the project's solid 
wasle disposal needs? 

g. Comply with federal. state. and local statutes and 0 0 
regulations related to solid waste~ 

Discussion 

a.b.d,e. The City of Colfax Wastewater Treatment Plant was built in 1978. Currently. the Plant is 
functioning under a cease and desist order issued by the Regional Water Quality Control 
Board. The plant has only marginal remaining capacity and has difficulty in meeting 
new. more stringent. discharge requirements. The City is required to upgrade the plant to 
provide additional plant capacity and improve treatment type by June 14. 2006. 
Currently_ according to the Colfax Wastewater Treatment Plant Capacity Analysis report. 
the Wastewater Treatment Plant has sutIiciem capacity for a limited number of new 
equivalent dwelling units (EDUs). As a result. the City Council has adopted ordinance 
#478. which would allocate the remaining connections on a yearly basis until the plant 
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upgrades are completed in 2006. The ordinance provides an initial 11 ED!;' s for the 
period of October 1,2003 to September 30, 2004, of which 5 are specified tor residential 
development. A two-member allocation subcommittee was also established to review the 
status of the plant and EDU absorption on a quarterly basis. The subcommittee will then 
allocate an average of 15 EDUs per year. Based on this review, the Subcommittee may 
recommend to the Council an adjustment in the available EDUs. Given the projected 
annual construction need of 10 units over the next three years, the current allocation of 
ED Us will be sufficient to meet the City's housing goals. Currently an Environmental 
Review is being conducted to assess potential impacts of the expansion of the 
Wastewarer T remment Plant. 

Water in the Coltax Planning Area is provided by the Placer County Water Agency. 
They have indicated that there is sufficient water availability to meet the needs of the 
Colfa'{ Regional Housing Needs Assessment. 

Construction anticipated by the Housing Element Update includes an assigned growth 
need of .. 5 housing units for development through 2008. Amending the City of Colfa.'{ 
General P!an to include the Housing Element L: pdate would not result in any impacts to 
water and wastewater service because actions to implement the goals. policies, and 
programs included in the Housing Element must be consistent with the goals. policies. 
and standards established within the other elements of the General Plan. However, the 
City would need to continue to carefully review individual projecls and work witb utility 
providers to ensure that future projects do not result in localized or project specific utility 
impacts and ensure that each project is contributing a tair share tinancial contribution to 
the ongoing improvement of the public systems. Water and wastewater improvements are 
required as part of a building permit tor most types of "new development." Therefore. the 
Housing Element Update would have le.5S-tltan-significant impacts to water and 
wastewater. 

c. Because the Housing Element is a polii.:Y lev.:! document. the Housing Element does not 
include any site specific designs or proposals that would enable an assessment of 
potential site specilic storm water mnoff impacts that may result with future hOllsing 
development proposals. Therefore. a case-by-case design review of future housing 
projects would b", carried out to ensure the safety of the future communities. and that 
future projects are consistent with all General Plan goals. objectives. and policies. 
Adherence to such requirements would reduce potential impacts associated ",jth this 
issue to a less-than-signijicllnt level. 

f.g. So lid waste collection is a "demand-responsive" service and current sen.-ice levels can be 
expanded and funded through user fees without diffkulty. Furure development would 
also coordinate with a certitied waste hauler to develop curbside collection of recyclabk 
materials within the City. All future development within the City shall comply with 
applicable elements of the CJ.lifomia Solid Waste Reuse and Recycling Access Act of 
1991. Future waste dispos::J1 needs cannot be accurately determined ,vithout site locarions 
and specific project details. The volume of solid waste genemted by the anticipated 
housing units set forth b: the Housing Element Update is not Jnticipated to adversely 
impact landtills or other solid ",aste disposal tacility. Where needed. appropriate 
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mitigation measures would be required to reduce potential impacts to a level that is less
than-significant. 

?otenna!(v 
PO,entlilltv Significant Less-. Than~ 
S,grufica~1 With Sigtljfu::ant 

1m""", MiogatlOn fmpllCt 
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XII. MANDATORY FI!'iDlNGS OF SIGNIFICANCE. 

a. Does the project have the potential to degrade 
the quality of the environment. substantially 
reduce the habitat of a iish or wildlife species. 
cause a !ish or wildlire population to drop below 
self-sustaining levels. threaten to eliminate a 
plant or animal community. reduce the number 
or restrict the range of a rare or endangered plant 
or animal or eliminate important examples of the 
major periods of California history or 
prehistory? 

b. Does the project have the potential to achieve 
shorr-term. to the disadvanta!.!e of lomr-cerm. 
environmental goals? - -

c. Does the project have impacts that are 
individuallv limited. but cumulativelv 
considerabie~ ("Cumulatively consid'erable" 
means that the incremental effects of a project 
are considerable when viewed in connection 
with the effects of past projects. the effects of 
other current projects. and the etfects of 
probable furure projects)? 

d. Does the project have envirorunental effects 
which will cause substantial adverse elfects on 
human beings. either directly or indirectly" 

0 0 

o o 

o " 

Discussion 

a.b. Although the Housing Element Update identifies an assigned growth need of 45 
additional housing units within the City. the Housing Element Update is a policy level 
document designed to guide the City in future planning through 2008. The number of 
units proposed tor construction by the Housing Element can be accommodated within the 
Colfax City Limits and under the current General Plan designations. Furore dev~IQpment 
proposals Vvould be subject to the City's envirorunental review process and evaluated for 
potential cumulative impacts. Where needed. appropriate mitigation measures would be 
required to reduce potential impacts to a level that is less-than-significant. 

c.d. The General Plan buildout involves the implementation of the Housing Element 
Updatefor the City of Colilix. The Housing Element Update contains policies and 
programs rather than ordinance amendments or specific projects. However, the Housi;;g 
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Element Update identifies an assigned growth need of 45 additional housing units within 
the City. This development would increase the amount of traffic on local roadways. 
emission of pollutants and particulate matter. generate noise within the project limits. 
impact the provision of public services. and may result in the loss of fann land and 
possibly affect the amount and distribution of biological resources. Without the exact 
number of units to be constructed or specifics details regarding each project. the effects 
on the environment, either directly or indirectly. is impossible to detennine with any 
precision. Through the City's environmental review process, future development projects 
would be evaluated individually for potential direct and indirect impacts. \\ibere needed. 
appropriate mitigation measures would be required to reduce potential impacts to a level 
that is less-than-significant. Therefore. the impact would be considered less-than
significant. 
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